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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 14 May 2009 has been entered. 

Remarks 

2. In response to communications filed on 14 May 2009, claims 1 and 14 have been 
amended and claims 10-13 and 23-26 are canceled per the applicant's request. Claims 1-9 and 
14-22 are presently pending in the application of which claims 3-7 and 16-20 have been 
withdrawn from further consideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 8, 9, 14, 15, 21, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jaiswal et al. ("A distributed Event Logging System) in view of Tierney et al. 
("The NetLogger Methodology for High Performance Distributed Systems Performance 
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Analysis" cited on form PTO-892 dated 2/6/08) and Lubberst et al. (U.S. patent application 
publication No. 2003/0187847 Al). 

As to claim 1, Jaiswal et al. teaches a distributed system comprising: 
a plurality of cooperative processes running on a plurality of processors of a computer 
network to accomplish a distributed transaction (see page 1 , 2 nd paragraph), each process logging 
in a local resource, records of execution of the distributed transaction by the process on its 
processor (see section 5, 2nd paragraph, "logs for a machine would reside on that machine 
only"); and 

a search engine running on each of the plurality of processors, each search engine 
retrieving corresponding records of execution in response to a query regarding the distributed 
transaction (see section 6), 

wherein each search engine generates indices (see section 4), and a portion of the indices 
are stored onto a storage medium after a specific time period (see section 4, "periodically, the 
files are backed up and a new file is generated"). 

Jaiswal et al. does not distinctly disclose a system synchronizer sending a timing message 
to be logged to the plurality of cooperative processes. 

However, Tierney et al. teaches this, see section "2.1 Clock Synchronization: NTP". 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Jaiswal et al. to include the teachings of Tierney et al. because these 
teachings would provide accurate timing between the multiple processes on different systems 
allowing for logged results on the systems to accurate timestamps. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/8 1 3 ,940 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2169 

Jaiswal et al. as modified, still does not distinctly disclose the indices [initially] being 
stored in memory, and the indices in memory and the portion of the indices stored onto the 
storage medium are merged subsequently. 

However, Lubbers et al. teaches this, see paragraphs 0012-0013. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified Jaiswal et al. to include the teachings of Lubbers et al. because these teachings would 
be a way of managing local storage space dedicated to the log allowing for alternate locations for 
log data that has been around for a period of time. 

As to claim 2, Jaiswal et al. as modified, teaches wherein the query is issued to the 
processors as a distributed query (see Jaiswal et al., section 6). 

As to claim 8, Jaiswal et al. as modified, teaches wherein the query is issued from a client 
which merges the results received from search engines responding to the query (see Jaiswal et al. 
section 6, paragraphs 2 and 4). 

As to claim 9, Jaiswal et al. as modified, teaches wherein the client applies program rules 
on the merged results to determine correct operation of the distributed system (see Jaiswal et al, 
section 1, paragraph 2). 

As to claim 14, Jaiswal et al. teaches a method for analyzing a distributed system, 
comprising: 
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running a plurality of cooperative processes on a plurality of processors of a computer 
network to accomplish a distributed transaction (see page 1, 2 nd paragraph), each process 
logging, in a local resource, records of execution of the distributed transaction by the process on 
its processor (see section 5, 2 nd paragraph); 

running a search engine on each of the plurality of processors, each search engine 
retrieving corresponding records of execution in response to a query regarding the distributed 
transaction (see section 6), 

wherein each search engine generates indices, and stores a portion of the indices onto a 
storage medium after a specific time period (see section 4). 

Jaiswal et al. does not distinctly disclose sending a timing message to be logged to the 
plurality of cooperative processes. 

However, Tierney et al. teaches this, see section "2.1 Clock Synchronization: NTP". 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Jaiswal ct al. to include the teachings of Tierney et al. because these 
teachings would provide accurate timing between the multiple processes on different systems 
allowing for logged results on the systems to accurate timestamps. 

Jaiswal et al. as modified, still does not distinctly disclose the indices [initially] being 
stored in memory, and the indices in memory and the portion of the indices stored onto the 
storage medium are merged subsequently. 

However, Lubbers et al. teaches this, see paragraphs 0012-0013. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified Jaiswal et al. to include the teachings of Lubbers et al. because these teachings would 
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be a way of managing local storage space dedicated to the log allowing for alternate locations for 
log data that has been around for a period of time. 

As to claim 15, the applicant is directed to claim 2 above. 
As to claim 21, the applicant is directed to claim 8 above. 
As to claim 22, the applicant is directed to claim 9 above. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jacob F. Betit whose telephone number is (571)272-4075. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 9:30 am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tony Mahmoudi can be reached on (571) 272-4078. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

/Jacob F Betit/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2169 

jfb 

24 Jul 2009 



